Dear Howard , 1 /51 /jj 

H«ur l/l7/77 fro* CIA 1 a Gone Wilson on your request for the transcripts of 
the LUO p oxico intercepts, ho uses deceptive language, on purpose, bu nay have Bade a 
aiatake. I think you should follow thia up* 

If I a* net clear cone back at me* I've boon is DC all day and I'll go over the 
other enclosures in your nailing of l/26 and 28, both here today* I want to set out of 
*y supports because the legs itch so I'll do that an road abed* 

I have no idea how anay requests have been nade for this material. I'm outs Bud's 
cover it, probably Alin's, I have a general one that dees and two specific ones that 
do, one to Archives, Makfc Alloa filed on toe narrow ae I filed one broadening that* 

Wilson even tried te talk no out of that one, in writing. 

Where I think the fink slipped up, perhaps getting carried away with Ms operations 
against Africans an<u the Act, is in his second paragraph* This reads, in fulla M Itea 
#9 of your request ia being processed by this Agency under the Froedoa of Information 
Act and wo shall be in further cen&tuiication with you as soon as the processing has boon 
oempleted." I hope you know what he is really saying and can agree with the potential 
of what he did say* 

They are using a stall they rareljj spoil out, processing all the JFK recerds 
togtohor aad using tMs as an excuse fer wihhelding pinpeint requests. They want to 
couple te processing all* I do not believe they have the right to do thia with an 
indetifiable recerd, thus ay separate request* 

x n stead of tolling you there regular stuff he says this ene ite* of your 
gequost " is being processed." and when this processing, not that ef all their JFK 
stff "has boon coapletod" they "shall bo ini further ceaaunicatien with you*" 

I have heard fro* thep that they will be asking aore releases in a couple of weeks* 
They did not indicate of what. 

% refers to what hs considers "as soon as feasible" in his next graf • With ae that 
has been six years without ceapitiance. D 0 not accept it. Sie s o upon it, U3ing your own 
dictionary's definition of feasible* 

I would toll pn bin that you do not want any extra work for the* or fer you but 
his is required by law te giv* you specifics. When they are now processing this Item 
they should be able to give you a date of delivery* Ask hla when an* for who* they began 
the processing n if not for you, why the long delay en an uaceaplicatcd iten and why 
when they are in this processing ef this itoa he does net give you an estimated date. 

I'd tell hi* that if he is net going to give a date within reason you are appealing 
and that you want your elttor taken as an appeal, is the review cen.iittee* leu address 
bin on that, too. 

Once they have begun the processing of the request that ends their legitiaate claim 
te backlog. Their 10 days have expired. 

You realize the difference between this and their letter to ae* They nay stop te 
think about a suit down there where you could Insist em first- parpen answers on delays in 
coaplianco when they have eliminated all considerations except a review ef the original 
processing* Here the narowness is, I think, helpful. With tM. Item there is also the 
fact that the story itself is not aew, was published long ago, te it is not a new natter 
te then, even leas so after their leakings* 

I'll give Jia a copy of the letter to you. ^eet, 


